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mand which was made by the Washington convention, 
over which Secretary Foster presided in 1904. That is 
statesmanship ; and with the firm establishment of a few 
things in that line, the battleship will become a useless 
and impertinent thing. If the United States will take 
the leadership in insisting upon a few great things of 
this character, it will be leading in that for which the 

world waits. 

1 . ♦ ■ ■ 

Memorial of One Hundred and Forty- 
Four Members of the House of 
Commons on the Burden 
of Armaments. 

[Following is the full text of the Memorial on Armaments 
signed by one. hundred and forty-four members of the British 
Parliament and presented to the Prime Minister on July 30.] 

Sir: An appeal was addressed last year to the late 
Prime Minister by a number of his supporters in the 
House of Commons in favor of a reduction in expendi- 
ture on armaments. The knowledge that there will be 
a renewed demand for an increase next year on the 
current rate of expenditure seems to justify us in now 
making a similar appeal to you. We make it in a spirit 
of sincere loyalty to you as our leader, and with an 
ajsured confidence that our views will receive a careful 
and sympathetic consideration. 

In the Budget statement for the year 1906-07 you 
took a larger survey of our financial situation than is 
usual on these occasions, and you took it in the hope 
that it might impress upon the House, as it had im- 
pressed on you, a much needed lesson. You went back 
ten years for your starting-point. The population of 
the United Kingdom, which in the middle of 1896 was 
39,600,000, had risen in the middle of 1906 to 43,600,000 
— . an increase of ten per cent. The national expenditure 
on imperial account had increased during the same 
period by £40,300,000, or thirty-nine per cent. Of this 
increase, as much as £21,000,000 was to be put down to 
the army and the navy. In 1896-07 the numbers voted 
for the army were 156,000 and the cost was £18,270,000. 
In 1906-07 the numbers voted were 204,000 and the 
cost was £29,796,000 — an increase in numbers of over 
thirty per cent and in cost of over sixty-three per cent. 
For the navy the numbers borne in 1896-97 were 91,500, 
and the cost was £22,170,000. In 1906-07 the numbers 
were 129,000, and the cost £31,869,000 — -an increase in 
numbers of forty-one per cent and in cost of forty-three 
per cent. You also alluded to the cost of the Civil Ser- 
vice, and said in conclusion, with regard to the survey 
as a whole, that the figures appeared to you to call for 
no comment ; they spoke with an eloquence that needed 
no rhetorical embroidery. In your opinion they made it 
the first and paramount duty of the Government to re- 
turn to a more thrifty and economical administration. 

This survey which we have ventured to recall to your 
mind gives us a large part of the case we now desire to 
present to you. For the rest we ground ourselves, first 
on the accepted principle that armaments depend upon 
policy, and secondly on the fact that since 1903 this 
country has been pursuing with preeminent success a 
policy of peace. Since .that year we have, under the 
guidance both of Lord Lansdowne and Sir Edward Grey, 
established relations with foreign powers which have by 



common consent removed many of the dangers with 
which we were previously confronted. The burden of 
our complaint is that there has been no corresponding 
reduction in expenditure on armaments. 

The most difficult task with which the Government 
will have to deal in the immediate future is the apportion- 
ment of the resources of the nation to its several needs. 
This indeed is at all times the most difficult task of 
statesmanship. But the long rule of the Conservative 
party, their lavish expenditure on armaments, and their 
neglect of the domestic needs of the country have added 
enormously to it. Difficult, however, as it no doubt is, 
we are convinced that the welfare of the country de- 
mands that a resolute effort should be made to grapple 
with it in accordance with the traditional policy of the 
Liberal party, and that the permanent sources of our 
strength — the prosperity and contentment of our people 
— should no longer be sacrificed to the maintenance of 
military and naval establishments not clearly called for 
by the exigencies of our situation in the world. 

In conclusion, we desire to acknowledge with gratitude 
the efforts that were made before and during the Hague 
Conference to induce other nations to consent to a re- 
duction of armaments, and though our present appeal 
does not stand or fall with the success or failure of those 
efforts, we would respectfully urge that the present 
moment is eminently propitious for a renewal of them. 



What Must Follow the Hague Con= 
ference. 

William T. Stead, of London, writing «n the above 
topic in a recent number of the Independent, says : 

" The first great unfinished task of the Conference was 
the elaboration of a project of an International Court of 
Arbitral Justice. The idea was accepted by all the 
powers. The scheme for the constitution and procedure 
of the court was agreed to with equal unanimity, with 
one important exception. At the Conference it was im- 
possible to obtain unanimity for any scheme for selecting 
judges. An irreconcilable difference appeared between 
advocates of the sovereign right of every state, regardless 
of its might or its area, to an equal voice in the selection 
of judges, and the advocates of what may be described as 
the principle of force, who maintained that the powers 
which dominated the world at present by virtue of their 
strength and wealth should be allowed corresponding 
dominance in the nomination of the judges of this world 
tribunal. The question as to how the judges should be 
elected was declared insoluble by the Conference, but it 
was relegated to the attention of the forty-four govern- 
ments therein represented. The first duty which lies 
immediately before all the governments, and especially 
before the government of the United States, which took 
an honorable initiative at The Hague in proposing the 
constitution of the court, is to consider whether, with the 
inner light of the discussions of last year, it is possible 
for them to devise some scheme which would reconcile 
the opposingviews. There is reason to believe that after 
the period of reflection which began when the Confer- 
ence ended, Mr. Root and Dr. Barbosa, to mention two 
of the leading minds which have been engaged upon the 
consideration of this problem, may have discovered some 
method by which the idea of state sovereignty may be 



